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NOMINATION OF JESSICA G. L. CLARKE 

Madam President, on the Clarke 
nomination today, the Senate will con-
firm a highly qualified judicial nomi-
nee from New York, whom I was very 
proud to recommend, Jessica Clarke, to 
serve as a U.S. district judge for the 
Southern District of New York. 

Ms. Clarke had all the opportunities 
in the world to enter private practice 
in New York, but instead she chose the 
path of public service. She has worked 
in the Department of Justice’s Civil 
Rights Division and the New York at-
torney general’s Civil Rights Bureau. 
She is a great civil rights lawyer, and 
I am certain she will make an excellent 
member of the Federal bench. 

It would have been difficult to imag-
ine someone like Ms. Clarke being 
nominated to the Federal bench a gen-
eration ago, but because of her talent 
and her dedication to the rule of law, 
she is rightfully taking her place on 
the bench today. Our courts will be 
better for it. I look forward to sup-
porting her confirmation and urge my 
colleagues to vote in her favor. 

INSULIN 
Madam President, now on insulin, 

the exponential spike in the cost of in-
sulin is one of the most unjust and 
widespread healthcare bad trends in 
the past few decades. This drug, discov-
ered a century ago and which is exceed-
ingly cheap to produce, has seen its 
price surge in recent years, sometimes 
far beyond $300 for a month’s supply. 
That is cruel. It is unjust. It causes an-
guish for so many, but it is also for so 
many a reality. 

Senate Democrats took a major step 
toward basic fairness last year by cap-
ping the cost of insulin for people on 
Medicare at $35 a month. Since Demo-
crats took action, Big Pharma has 
taken note. Eli Lilly announced a few 
weeks ago that they, too, will be cap-
ping the cost of insulin for patients at 
$35 a month as well as dramatically 
dropping the overall price. And just 
this week, Novo Nordisk also decided 
to drop their price in a similar manner. 

So today I call on the third big 
drugmaker of insulin—Sanofi—to end 
their practice of keeping insulin prices 
at sky-high levels so that Americans 
can afford to pay for diabetes treat-
ment without going broke. 

I will be sending Sanofi a letter soon 
expressing my desire and Americans’ 
strong desire for them to drop the price 
of insulin. 

Lowering insulin costs for all pa-
tients is the right thing to do, and I 
hope Sanofi makes the correct decision 
to lower their prices very soon, just 
like Eli Lilly and Novo Nordisk have 
done. 

All of us know somebody with diabe-
tes. Put yourself in their shoes and 
imagine the sheer agony of struggling 
to afford this basic drug just so you 
can live a decent and healthy life, so 
you don’t have to worry about going 
blind or maybe having a leg ampu-
tated—just so you can live at all. No 
American should have to go through 
that ever—ever—but too many do. 

In the Senate, I hope both parties can 
build on the work last year to cap pa-
tient insulin costs at $35 a month for 
everyone. We did it for Medicare. We 
can do it for everyone else. And we 
hope we can get that done on a bipar-
tisan basis. Lowering insulin prices 
isn’t a Democratic issue or a Repub-
lican issue; it is purely American. And 
I hope we can get something done. But 
today, the most immediate thing that 
can happen is for Sanofi to listen to 
the voices of millions of Americans and 
make the right choice to lower the 
price they charge for insulin for all pa-
tients. 

ENERGY 

Madam President, now, on energy, 
yesterday, Speaker MCCARTHY and 
House Republicans rolled out a bipar-
tisan, unserious, and dead-on-arrival 
so-called energy package they laugh-
ably labeled as H.R. 1. 

It is not difficult to see that the Re-
publican proposal is nothing more than 
a wish list for Big Oil, masquerading as 
an energy package. 

No serious energy package would gut 
important environmental safeguards 
on fossil fuel projects while leaving out 
necessary permitting reforms needed to 
bring transmission and clean energy 
projects online. 

Rather than prepare for the future, 
Republicans’ Big Oil wish list would 
lock America into expensive, erratic, 
and dirty energy sources. The Repub-
licans’ so-called energy plan would set 
us back decades in our transition to 
clean, affordable energy. It shows the 
influence that Big Oil has on the Re-
publican House caucus because it 
seems that this package was almost 
written by Big Oil. 

So let me be clear. The House Repub-
licans’ so-called energy bill is dead on 
arrival in the Senate—dead on arrival. 
And I would say to my colleagues: We 
can still get something done. Fortu-
nately, many Democrats and Repub-
licans understand that we need biparti-
sanship in order to produce a real en-
ergy package. As we speak, there are 
talks happening in good faith about the 
possibilities of a permitting deal. I 
strongly—strongly—support both sides 
working together to arrive at a real en-
ergy bipartisan package, not the par-
tisan wish list Republicans have intro-
duced. 

Any genuine energy package must in-
clude a permitting deal that will ease 
America’s transition to clean energy 
while also ensuring that clean energy 
is reliable, accessible, and, most impor-
tantly, affordable. 

Transmission is vital to getting clean 
energy from where it is produced to 
where people live, but the Republicans’ 
H.R. 1 proposal completely ignores this 
issue, to its detriment and its demise. 

Until Republicans recognize that per-
mitting reform is an essential step to-
ward laying the foundation for a clean 
energy future, no proposal or package 
they put forward will be taken seri-
ously. 

DRONES 
Madam President, finally, on drones 

to air defense and Israel, yesterday, it 
was reported that Israel approved ex-
port licenses for anti-drone jamming 
systems that could help Ukraine 
counter Iranian drones used by Russia. 
They are doing terrible damage, often 
aimed brutally at civilians who don’t 
have a military consequence. 

During our codel’s recent visit to 
Israel, my eight colleagues and I 
pressed the Israeli Government to take 
action along these lines. We stressed 
that supporting Ukraine against Putin 
is essential for the security of all de-
mocracies. The decision by the Israeli 
Government to approve export licenses 
for anti-drone jamming systems is very 
good news. 

I urge Israel to do more to help our 
friends in Ukraine. President 
Zelenskyy has repeatedly asked for air 
defense systems that can counter mis-
sile barrages Putin is sending into 
Ukraine. I believe it is critical that 
Israel respond to this request favor-
ably. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 

majority whip. 
AUTHORIZATION FOR USE OF MILITARY FORCE 
Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, 

when the Constitution was written, 
there were some fundamental prin-
ciples which were included, and one of 
them said that any declaration of war 
in the United States had to have the 
approval of the American people 
through their elected representatives 
in Congress. It was an awesome respon-
sibility and an important one. I think 
it was the right responsibility given to 
the people through their elected rep-
resentatives. 

After World War II, there were sev-
eral engagements by the American 
military without such declaration of 
war. Those were, of course, controver-
sial and debated, but I am sure you re-
call and I do, too, October of the year 
2002, when this Senate was called on, 
with the House of Representatives, to 
consider the invasion of Iraq and the 
authorization of use of military force 
for that purpose. 

We may have forgotten by now, 20 
years later, but I remember very viv-
idly the fearsome national debate over 
whether this Nation, having been hit 
by 9/11, needed to invade Iraq. 

The rationale was weapons of mass 
destruction were present in Iraq, 
threatening not only nations in the 
Middle East, which were our friends 
and allies, but even threatening the 
United States of America. 

That threat, weapons of mass de-
struction, was beaten into our heads 
day after day. But many of us were 
skeptical, and the vote came on the 
floor of the Senate, I recall, in October 
of 2002. It happened late at night. And 
at the end of the day, there were 23 of 
us—1 Republican and 22 Democrats— 
who voted against that authorization 
for the use of military force in Iraq. 

I look back on it, as I am sure others 
do, as one of the most important votes 
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